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each and every one of them before the
year’s out. But that’s unrealistic. Let’s
understand.

So, why we’re bringing this to the
floor with only a single-year provision
is beyond me. If we take seriously our
obligation to provide for the common
defense, in this environment of a non-
conventional war, asymmetric, as they
like to say, undefined, compared to
previous conflicts, where the enemy
does not seek territorial advancement,
but seeks the destruction of who we are
and what we are, our institutions, and
how we, in fact, act.

This is a different world. I've said on
this floor before and I'll say it again, al
Qaeda doesn’t hate us and attack us be-
cause of Guantanamo. Al Qaeda hates
us and attacks us because of the Statue
of Liberty and everything it rep-
resents.
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And so I would hope that at some
point in time we would come to this
floor and have a serious, full-throated
debate on these three provisions of the
PATRIOT Act as to whether they
ought to be extended as a matter of
permanent law or at least as a reason-
able period of time—5 years, 10 years,
not single year—and not treated as an
accident of legislative action.

So I rise in support of the bill and the
rule that allows the bill but in great
disappointment that we are not doing
all we could do to advance the cause of
freedom and protection of the Amer-
ican people. This is better than noth-
ing, but it’s not good enough.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we’re talking about
something that is real important
today. We’ve been talking about some-
thing that is real important, and I
think the point that’s made today is
that the Republican Party supports the
extension of the PATRIOT Act that
we’re doing here today. These three
provisions are very important.

We’re questioning why we have to
move these on a piecemeal basis. We
should move them. They should be-
come permanent law. We believe that
the enemy that is at our doorstep, that
is all around this world, that is attack-
ing our allies, our friends, people who
love freedom, that that is not going to
go away. We need to give our intel-
ligence officials the ability to know
that they are going to hard-code this in
their books and their training and
what they do instead of exceptions to,
well, we might not want to do this in
the future. Mr. Speaker, we need to
give our team that’s protecting us all
of the tools that are available.

We’re going to vote for this today be-
cause we think it’s the right thing, but
we think it ought to be made perma-
nent. We think it ought to be a provi-
sion that all of our law enforcement,
all of our intelligence officials under-
stand why we’'re doing this, and we
want to send them a strong signal: Pro-
tecting this country is not something

that should be taken lightly from a
perspective of what might expire. We
want to give them all of the tools that
are necessary. We want to make it per-
manent. Let’s put it in their perma-
nent training manual, not in an excep-
tion rule that they have to follow up
and retrain people about what the law
is.

Protecting this country should not
be something that is related to wheth-
er we have an expiring provision or
not. Let’s make it permanent. Let’s get
that done. It would be my hope that
the Intelligence Committee of this
House would move to get that done as
soon as we’ve passed this today.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my friends from Texas and Cali-
fornia for their comments, and their
comments indicate that they support
this rule.

This rule allows for the passage, ulti-
mately, of an extension of time on
three important surveillance tools that
we now have within our arsenal. There
is no disagreement between the sides at
all as to the need for the passage of
this rule and the need to move forward.
So, I would urge a ‘‘yes” vote on the
previous question and on the rule.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 3 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.
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The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland) at
12 o’clock and 39 minutes p.m.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2701, INTELLIGENCE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2010, WAIVING REQUIRE-
MENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE
XIII WITH RESPECT TO CONSID-
ERATION OF CERTAIN RESOLU-
TIONS, AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS TO
SUSPEND THE RULES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 1105, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The
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February 25, 2010

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays
176, not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 66]
YEAS—237

Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
NAYS—176
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
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Brady (TX)
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Olver
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Smith (WA)
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Van Hollen
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